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Hark Zaid 
475 Lake Ave., #4 
Albany, H.Y. 12203 

Sear Mark, 

Thanks for the Dallas press conference. Mine is misfiled somewhere or was stolen. 

I did read your paper soon after I got it and I annotated it a little as I read. 

Huch of my time recently has been taken up with other matters and this was and now 
is largely out of mind. I did not yet give it to Hood on xhe chance that you'd be here 
sometime and we could go over it if you'd like. 

Without going over it A gain now, when - 1 - do not have that time, 1 have a clear 
enough recollection for some general comments. 

It was immediately apparent that despite your assurances that you'd take my 
cautions seriously you didn't and as a result have many mistakes that reflect ignorance 
of the dependable literature and dependence upon the nutty stuff, the conspiracy theorising 
and the irresponsibles. As a side product you have some serious errors, some factual, 
some judgemental. If you'd turned t'iis paper in to a professor who is familiar with the 
subject matter, like several who teach assassinations course, you'd not have gotten a 
good grade and you might have been criticised harshly. 

I'm an older man and, as we get older and sometimes do -not that younger people 
don't - I formed some snap Judgements of you 03 a person. First is that you are bright, 
next that you can be industrious. But I also believed that * perceived some things that 
can be deadly, ruinous, for a practising lawyer. / 

One example, aside from your approach and your manner with and handling of the 
material, is your uncritical acceptance of the irresponsible writing. That you could do 
this reflects both poor Judgement and a gimmicky concept with which * believe you began. 

You didn't change it and there is no reflection of your even thinking about the cautions 
I gave you. It begins with your own rush to Judgement. 

7bh have and I think you reflect an exalted opinion of your own intellect and know- 
ledge. You are quite bright. But you do not reflect this in your writing except as you 
come across as one who believes he knows all there is to know. ^ou. paper could and would 
impress those who do hot have the knowledge required to judge it properly but you'd have 
real trouble with, say, ^r. Wrone. 

If as a lawyer you tried to puil something like this with an intelligent ad- 
versary you'd be in real trouble. So^ould your client be. 

One who uses a good intelligence would at least appear to be more humble in his 
approach and manner and he would begin with the assumption that there is, inevitably, 
much he does not know. There always is. 

While you are ypung you'd best try and control yourself and what you reflect of 
yourself. As I perceived immediately what you reflect in your paper, other lawyers will 
when they oppose you. And some judges, too. And perhaps above all, you'll be well advised 
not to project a know-it-all image, and arrogance of mind. 

I’m serious. I'm not saying these things to offend you and I'd not take time for 
anything like that. *ou are bright enough and willing to> work hard enough to have a fine 
future, to be a real success. But unless you can get yourself under real control you may 
ruin fine prospects and find yourself in real trouble as a lawyer. And you may turn 
your peers off. In addition, I suggest that it is bad tactics to project this kind of 
image in the courtroom. It is much better for the other lawyer to think you are not all 
that bright, not all that informed. And for a really bright on8°xo see how he can do 

you in. One other bit of unsolicited advice: your professor, when you do the coming pgper, 
will likely know little about the subject matter and just might try to find out if you 
are fair, accurate, use good judgement, .present the work of others as your own, etc. 

Good luck! yU i 



